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DETAILED ACTION 
Specification 

1. The disclosure is objected to because it contains an ennbedded hyperlink 
(e.g., http://www.wqn.com/cards.asp . see pg 1). Applicant is required to delete 
the embedded hyperlink and/or other form of browser-executable code. See 
MPEP§ 608.01. 

Claim Rejections - 35 (JSC § 103 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for 
all obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described 
as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to 
be patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been 
obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which 
said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the 
invention was made. 

3. Claims 1, 2, 5, 6, 9-10, 13-16, 19, 21-22, and 23 are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Rademacher (Rad hereinafter, 
US PAT: 5,868,236), in view of Ronchi et a! (Ronchi hereinafter, US PAT 
No: 2002/0077973) and further in view of Taskett (WO 96/38813). 

Re claim 1. Rad discloses a method for delivering a unique personal 
identification number (PIN) representative of a cash amount inputted by a user 
into a PIN vending machine supplied by a merchant (see abstract), the method 
comprising storing in a centralized database a plurality of personal identification 
numbers (PINs) and an escrow amount associated with the merchant (Rad 
discloses that the vend machine can replenish its stock of activated PIN numbers 
by modem from a remote location (see abstract, also see col. 5, lines50-53), thus 
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if PINS are transmitted from remote location, it is inherent that PINS and escrow 
amount are stored in a centralized database at a remote location), allocating an 
unassigned one of the PINs as the unique PIN in response to the cash amount 
inputted by the user (see abstract, also see summary of the invention), and 
dispensing to the user from the vending machine the unique PIN (see abstract). 
Rad does not explicitly disclose subtracting the inputted cash amount from the 
escrow amount. However, Ronchi makes this disclosure (see paras 0032, also 
see fig.SA element 533). Thus, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill 
in the art to incorporate Ronchi's in Rad in order to provide the proper fund 
settlement for the electronic transaction. Neither Rad nor Ronchi explicitly 
disclose dispensing to the user from the vending machine the unique PIN and the 
digital signature (i.e., tracking number). However, Taskett makes this disclosure 
(see pg 5 lines 10-15, also see pg 9 lines 10-20). Thus, it would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to incorporate Taskett's in combination 
of Rad and Ronchi so that the issuer can authenticate the account/PIN 
corresponding to the tracking number during transaction. 
Re claim 2. Neither Rad nor Ronchi explicitly discloses the method as recited in 
claim 1 wherein the dispensing includes imprinting a receipt with the unique PIN 
and the digital signature. However, Taskett makes this disclosure. Thus, it would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to incorporate Taskett's in 
combination of Rad and Ronchi so that the issuer can authenticate the 
account/PIN corresponding to the tracking number during transaction. 
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Re claim 5. Claim 5 recites similar limitations to claim 1 , and thus rejected using 
the same art and rationale in the rejection of claim 1 . 

Re claim 6. Claim 6 recites similar limitations to claim 2, and thus rejected using 
the same art and rationale in the rejection of claim 2. 

Re claim 9. Claim 9 recites similar limitations to claim 1 , and thus rejected using 

the same art and rationale in the rejection of claim 1 . 

Re claim 10. Claim 10 recites similar limitations to claim 2, and thus rejected 

using the same art and rationale in the rejection of claim 2. 

Re claims 13-16. Claims 13-16 recite similar limitations to claim 1 and thus 

rejected using the same art and rationale in the rejection of claim 1, 

Re claim 19. Claim 19 recites similar limitations to claim 1 , and thus rejected 

using the same art and rationale in the rejection of claim 1 . 

Re claims 21-22. Claims 21-22 recite similar limitations to claim 1, and thus 

rejected using the same art and rationale in the rejection of claim 1 . 

Re claim 23, Claim 23 recites similar limitations to claim 2, and thus rejected 

using the same art and rationale in the rejection of claim 2. 

4. Claims 3, 4, 7, 8 1 1, 12, 17, 18 20, 24, and 25 are rejected under 35 

U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Rad in view of Ronchi and Taskett, as 

applied to claim 1,5,9,16,19, and 22 above, and further in view of Tsi. 

Re claim 3. Neither Rad nor Ronchi and Taskett discloses the method as recited 

in claim 1 wherein the vending machine has a unique identifier and the 

dispensing includes generating the digital signature with reference to the unique 

vending machine identifier. Tsi makes this disclosure (I.E., CID generators, see 
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paras 0069-0073). Thus, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art to combine Rad/Ronchi/Taskett, and Tsi for tracing in dispensing 
terminals in case of fraud. 

Re claims 4. Neither Rad nor Ronchi and Taskett discloses method as recited in 
claims land 5 wherein the vending machine has a unique identifier and the 
dispensing occurs at a given date and time, and the dispensing includes 
generating the digital signature with reference to the unique vending machine 
identifier and given time and date. Tsi further makes this disclosure (see paras 
0069-0073, also see paras 0132). Thus, it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art to combine Rad/Ronchi/Taskett, and Tsi for tracing in 
dispensing terminals in case of fraud. 

Re Claim 7. Claim 7 recites similar limitations to claim 4, and thus rejected using 
the same art and rationale in the rejection of claim 4. 
Re claim 8. Rad discloses the method as recited in claim 7 wherein the 
dispensing includes imprinting a receipt with the unique PIN except for the digital 
signature. Neither Ronchi nor Tsi explicitly disclose dispensing which includes 
imprinting a receipt with the unique PIN and digital signature. However, Taskett 
explicitly makes this disclosure. Thus, it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art to incorporate Taskett's in combination of Rad, Ronchi and 
Tsi so that the issuer can authenticate the account/PIN corresponding to the 
tracking number during transaction. 
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Re claim 11. Claim 11 recites similar limitations to claim 3, and thus rejected 

using the same art and rationale in the rejection of claim 3. 

Re claim 12. Claim 12 recites similar limitations to claim 4, and thus rejected 

using the same art and rationale in the rejection of claim 4. 

Re claim 17. Claim 17 recites similar limitations to claim 4, and thus rejected 

using the same art and rationale in the rejection of claim 4. 

Re claim 18, Claim 18 recites similar limitations to claim 8, and thus rejected 

using the same art and rationale in the rejection of claim 8. 

Re claim 20. Claim 20 recites similar limitations to claim 4, and thus rejected 

using the same art and rationale in the rejection of claim 4. 

Re claim 24, Claim 24 recites similar limitations to claim 3, and thus rejected 

using the same art and rationale in the rejection of claim 3. 

Re claim 25. Claim 25 recites similar limitations to claim 4, and thus rejected 

using the same art and rationale in the rejection of claim 4. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from 
the examiner should be directed to OJO O. OYEBISI whose telephone number is 
(571) 272-8298. The examiner can normally be reached on 8:30A.M-5:30P.M. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the 
examiner's supervisor, HYUNG S. SOUGH can be reached on (571)272-6799. 
The fax phone number for the organization where this application or proceeding 
is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from 
the Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information 
for published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public 
PAIR. Status information for unpublished applications is available through 
Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair- 
direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll- 
free). 
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